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Denise Duffy & Associates, Inc.
PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING

November 16, 2006

Sonia Ransom

Allen Matkins LLP

515 South Figueroa St. 7" F1.
Los Angeles, CA 90071-3398

Subject: Snowcreek 8 — Addendum to Biological Assessment
Dear Ms. Ransom,

Per your request, Denise Duffy & Associates, Inc. (DD&A) has prepared this addendum letter to
the Snowcreek 8 Biological Assessment (prepared by DD&A, October 11, 2006) to provide
clarification on the areas surveyed for the Snowcreek 8 project.

DD&A conducted biological surveys within: Lots 3, 4, and 5; the USFS exchange parcel, which
is now owned by the project proponent; and the existing first nine golf course. The biological
studies were conducted August 8-10, 2005, and August 24, 2006, and included focused botanical
surveys and reconnaissance-level wildlife surveys within each area. Lot 5 and the existing golf
course are highly disturbed. Lot 5 functions as a staging area and is mostly bare ground with
scattered non-native plant species; the golf course contains turf and other horticultural species.
No special-status plant or wildlife species were observed or expected to occur within Lot 5 and
the existing golf course.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions or require additional information.

Sincerely,

& ! A
ZLA/ At A

Erin Harwayne
Senior Planner/Environmental Scientist
DENISE DUFFY & ASSOCIATES, INC.



Species Status’ Habitat Association Occurrence within the | Likelihood to occur
ESA | CESA | CDFG | USFS Municipal Boundary | within the Study Site”

course, woody debris, in
winter. Young arebornina
den, usually in a hollow
tree, sometimesin rock den.

Martes pennanti pacifica SC None SSC S Coniferous forests. Observed in Mammoth Unlikely. The site does not
Lodge areaduring 1970s. | contain suitable habitat for

Pacific fisher this species.
Srix nebulosa None E DF-S S Dense coniferous forest, Known occurrencesin Low. Marginal

near water, foraging in wet upper portion of nesting/foraging habitat
Great gray owl meadows. Special habitat Mammoth Creek drainage | exists within the mature
(nesting) features— hollow treesand | and Valentine Reserve, a | treeson thesite.

standing snags. probable breeding area.
Source: General Plan Update, 2005
!Status Codes:
ESA — Endangered Species Act of 1972, as amended
T = Threatened

PD = Proposed for delisting

PS = Partial status; status for an infraspecific population but not the full speciesindicated. The value that followsrepresents the statusin only a portion of the
species’ range.

SC = Species of Concern; species for which the USFWS has information indicating that proposing to list them as threatened or endangered species may be
appropriate

None = Species not listed or proposed for listing

CESA — California Endangered Species Act

E = Endangered

Rev = Status under review

SC = Species of Concern

None = Species not listed or proposed for listing

CDFG - California Department of Fish and Game

SSC = Species of Special Concern (terrestrial vertebrate animals only)

FP = Fully protected species

DF — S = Department of Forestry Sensitive species

USFS— USDA Forest Service, Pacific Southwest Region
MIS = Management Indicator Species
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Species

Status”

ESA | CESA | CDFG | USFS

Habitat Association

Occurrence within the
Municipal Boundary

Likelihood to occur
within the Study Site®

S = Sensitive species

2 Definitions of Likelihood to Occur
Known = known occurrence of specieswithin Study Site; presence of suitable habitat conditions and suitable microhabitat; or observed during field surveys.
Moderate = known occurrence of speciesin the vicinity from the CNDDB, or other documents in the vicinity; presence of suitable habitat conditions exist

within the site.

Low = species known to occur in the vicinity from the CNDDB, or other documentsin the vicinity; habitat conditions of poor quality or only marginal
microhabitat conditionsare present.
None = species not known to occur in the vicinity from the CNDDB, or other documentsin the vicinity; or no suitable habitat is present and species was not
observed during species-specific surveys.

Biological Assessment
Snowcreek 8
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Impactsand Mitigation
Standards of Significance

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines, a project impact would be considered significant if the project
would:

have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or specia status species in local or regional plans, policies, or
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service;

have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community
identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the California Department of Fish
and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service;

have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrologica interruption, or other means,

interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of
native wildlife nursery sites;

conflict with any loca policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as tree
preservation policy or ordinance;

conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natura Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan; or

impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites or directly harm nesting species protected under
the provisions of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act.

Impact 1. Construction activities associated with the project will result in the removal of native and
non-native vegetation, which may impact native communities adjacent to the project site. The
following measures are recommended to avoid or reduce this potential impact.

Trees and vegetation not planned for remova shall be protected during construction to the
maximum extent possible. This includes the use of exclusonary fencing of herbaceous and
shrubby vegetation, such as hay bales, and protective wood barriers for trees. Only certified
weed-free straw shall be used to avoid the introduction of non-native, invasive species.

Following construction, disturbed areas shall be restored to pre-project contours to the maximum
extent possible and revegetated using locally-occurring native species and native erosion control
seed mix, as recommended by a quaified biologist.

Protective fencing shall be placed so as to keep construction vehickes and personnel from
impacting vegetation adjacent to the project site outside of work limits.

17



e Grading, excavating, and other activities that involve substantial soil disturbance shall be planned
and carried out in consultation with a qualified hydrologit, engineer, or erosion control specialist,
and shall utilize standard erosion control techniques to minimize erosion and sedimentation to
native vegetation.

Impact 2. Construction activities associated with the project may result in impacts to raptors and other
protected avian pecies. Raptors and their nests are protected by both federal and state regulations
(MBTA and CDFG Code Sections 30503 and 3503.5), which protect birds of prey and their eggs and
nests. Construction disturbance during the breeding season could result in the incidental loss of fertile
eggs or nestlings, or otherwise lead to nest abandonment. Any loss of fertile raptor eggs or nesting
raptors, or any activities resulting in raptor nest abandonment, would constitute a significant impact.
Construction activities such as tree removal or site grading that disturb a nesting raptor on-site or
immediately adjacent to the construction site would constitute a significant impact.

e Pre-construction surveys shall be conducted for nesting avian species (including raptors) within
300 feet of proposed construction activities, if construction is to be initiated between February 15
and August 1. If nesting raptors (or any other nesting birds) arc identified during the pre-
construction surveys, an appropriate buffer should be imposed within which no construction
activities or disturbance should take place (generally 300 feet in all directions for raptors; other
avian species have species-specific requirements) until the young of the year have fledged, as
determined by a qualified biologist. Alternatively, construction activities that may affect nesting
raptors or other protected avian species can be timed to avoid the nesting season (generally
February 15 to August 1).

Conclusions

The site does not contain any specialstatus plant species and none are expected to occur. There is a low
potential for the following specialstatus bird species to utilize the site for foraging and/or nesting habitat:
northern goshawk, sage-grouse, notthern harrier, great gray owl, and other more common raptor species
(e.g., Ted-tailed hawks). However, the site contains only marginal nesting and foraging habitat due to the
existing disturbance on the site and existence of optimal nesting and foraging habitat to the east and south.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions regarding the results of the biological
assessment.

Sincerely,

Erin Harwayne

Senior Project Manager/Environmental Scientist
DENISE DUFFY & ASSOCIATES, INC.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
LOS ANGELES DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
VENTURA FIELD OFFICE
2151 ALESSANDRO DRIVE, SUITE 110
VENTURA, CALIFORNIA 93001

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF,

July 8, 2003

Office of the Chief
Regulatory Branch

Dempsey Construction Corporation
Attention: Gail Frampton

P.O. Box 657

Mammoth Lakes, California 93546

Dear Mr, Frampton:

Reference is made to your letter report (Corps file no. 200200716-BAH) dated June 27,
2002 for the revised wetlards identification/delineation prepared by Dr. Dana Sanders of D. K.
Sanders and Associates, Inc., transmitted on your behalf by Mr. Dave Laverty of Triad /Holmgs
Associates, the revised version subsequently provided by Dr. Sanders transmitted under coxer
letter dated August 5, 2002, and the letter of December: 2, 2002 from M. Laverty requesting
further clarification of the Corps’ jurisdictional verification of October 17,2002, The
‘dentification/delineation report addresses the Snowcreek Resort in the Town of Mammoth
Lakes, Mono County, Califormia. Reference is also made to the Report on Historical Use of
Drainage Ditches at Snowereek Resart, Mammoth Lakes, California (Report), dated May 2002, and
prepared by Mr. Laverty.

We note that the existing golf course ponds drain to another holding pond east of
Fairway Drive and south of Old Mammoth Road, and eventually to an excavated Retention
Rasin “E” conmected to this latter golf course pond by Ditch “F.” The retention basin then exits
over a consiructed concrete spillway into Swale “H” and Ditch “1.” However, their eventual
connection with Mammoth Creek is very infrequent and there is no substantial evidence of an
ordinary high water mark in these drainage courses. Therefore, based on the information
furnished in the documents above, and the site visit with you, Dr. Sanders, and Mr. Laverty on
May 10, 2002, we have determined that your proposed project does not discharge dredged or
filt material mto a water of the United States or an adjacent wetland either on Lot 4 as stated in
our October 17, 2002 letter, or on the U.S. Forest Service exchange parcel on the eastern and
southem boundaries of the Snowereek parcel. Therefore, the preject is not subject to our
furisdiction under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act and a Section 404 permit is not required
from our office.



Please be aware that our determination does not preclude the need to comply with
Section 13260 of the California Water Code (Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act), and
we recommend that you contact the California Regional Water Quality Control Board to insure
compliance with the above statute, Furthermore, our determination does not obviate the need
to obtain other Federal, state, or local authorizations required by law.

If youhave any questions, please contact Bruce A. Henderson of my staff at (805)
585-2145.

Sincerely,

N 457w

David ]J. Castanon
Acting Chief, Regulatory Branch
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